Purpose -To examine the strategies of the intelligent design (ID) movement and their impact on the selection policies for high school libraries and the science curriculum. Design/methodology/approach -Examines the process four public high school libraries in the US took to determine whether to accept a gift offer by a parent of two books, dealing with ID. This article deals with the importance of applying selection criteria to all materials, whether gifts or recommendations. Findings -School libraries are not immune to the tactics used by the ID movement to influence curriculum and collection development decisions. Research limitations/implications -While this article is a case history of the ID movement's strategy to influence school curriculum, its implications and possible impact on other schools and their libraries. Practical implications -Provides advice to practicing school librarians on what criteria to use when selecting materials and poses the question of who should be involved in selecting materials for the school library. Originality/value -This article explores the critical aspects and the differences between selection and censorship. Emphasizes the importance of having and following board-approved policies that deal with gifts and the selection of library and instructional materials.
taught by generations of priests of the Roman Catholic Jesuits, or Society of Jesus'' (Murphy, 2006, p. 892) .
Even the Cambridge Dictionary of Human Biology and Evolution defines ID as ''modified scientific creationism argument that life was created by a transcendent mind, a supreme being who shepherds the purposeful unfolding of life and who has provided critical structures of sufficient complexity that they cannot be explained by a Darwinian evolution process'' (Mai et al., 2005) .
According to the National Center for Science Education, the current concept of ''ID'' emerged as a legal strategy following the US Supreme Court decision, Edwards v. Aguillard in 1987, which struck down the teaching of creation science on the basis that it advances a particular religious doctrine (Matzke, 2004) . The 1989 book Of Pandas and People was the first publication to advocate ID in its modern form. The 1993 revised version includes Michael Behe's irreducible complexity argument, which he later published in his own book, Darwin's Black Box. The text avoids references to the terms, scientific creationism or creationism.
According to the NCSE, there is a history of attempts to sneak Pandas into public school classrooms during the early 1990s. Before it reappeared in Dover, the last attempt to adopt Pandas was in Plano, Texas. It was defeated when a large number of citizens turned out in opposition to it being adopted (Matzke, 2004) .
Back in 1999, when Kansas education officials first greatly weakened the study of science by removing evolution from state science standards, School Library Journal reported that librarians believed school boards would push libraries to add materials on creationism. The textbook Of Pandas and People ''is perhaps the most likely book to be recommended to school librarians'' by groups that want creationist materials in collections (Olson, 1999) .
If ID supporters are successful in their attempts to undermine the teaching of legitimate science in the science classroom, high school librarians may find their collection development efforts being determined or influenced by outside groups.
Like Judge Jones' attempt to prevent future time-consuming lawsuits, our article, entitled ''Monkey business '', which appeared in School Library Journal (O'Sullivan and O'Sullivan, 2005) , was intended to forewarn other librarians of a potential new strategy in the 80-year-old battle between evolution and creationism in the public schools.
The librarian perspective All of these current battles with state legislatures and district school boards attempting to change science curriculum and standards were preceded by an earlier battle that involved a backdoor attempt to place ID materials in the public high school library by presenting the materials as gifts. While this incident occurred back in 2000, the Dover School District action proves that our experience was a precursor to what the ID movement had planned.
This initial assault from this so-called new ''scientific theory'' began innocently enough as a gift offer of two books to four high school libraries in Independent School District 196, a large suburban district south of the Twin Cities in Minnesota. The two books in question were Darwin's Black Box by Michael Behe, published in 1996 by Free Press, and Darwin on Trial by Philip Johnson, originally published in 1991 by Regnery Gateway Press. These titles were some of the first books to be published promoting the ID concept.
ID's attempt to infiltrate the science curriculum through the library's back door may have seemed like an isolated incident at the time, but it appears to have been a warm LR 56,3 202 up to the current direct assault on state boards of education and state legislatures. Our experience in dealing with the ID movement raised several issues that should be of concern to all librarians.
First, it raises the issue of selection vs censorship. This question arose when the parent, who offered the two gift books, accused the high school librarians of censorship after we declined his gift. The underlying issue involving the question of selection vs censorship is the importance of applying selection criteria when faced with difficult decisions of what to purchase for your library's collection.
Selection issues
Due to limited budgets, most school librarians, both public and private, regularly struggle over decisions of which materials to purchase and which materials to forego. The fact some materials may never be chosen does not mean the librarian has censored those materials. When deciding what items to choose, several factors come into play, in addition to the more traditional criteria applied by librarians.
In compiling a list of possible purchases, most librarians' final decisions on which items to purchase are ultimately influenced by the amount of funds available for new materials. Usually selection choices far exceed the funds available. This then requires reviewing the ''wish'' list and having to make difficult choices as to which items to eliminate and which ones to purchase. Just because a couple of books are freely offered, does not mean they should automatically be accepted.
Selection decisions in developing a school library collection must center on the curriculum. Since application and support of the school curriculum is one of the key differences between school and public library selection, all nonfiction materials are reviewed based on how they support or supplement the school's curriculum. This issue is particularly critical in the sciences. According to the National Center for Science Education, science related books must be scientifically accurate. Books that attempt to blur religion and science do a disservice to young readers (Olson, 1999) .
This particular criterion was employed as we attempted to determine whether we should accept the two gift books. A thorough search of scientific journals was conducted to determine how these books had been reviewed by members of the scientific community. This research uncovered several additional reviews in the scientific literature, including reviews in Nature, Scientific American, and the Journal of Anthropology. These reviews found both books to be flawed in their scientific analyses, hypotheses, research and conclusions. By accepting such books for our collections, we would have been doing a disservice to our students. As high school librarians, our goal should be to select more objective and accurate books dealing with the ID subject.
Another selection criteria, which we applied in our decision, and is recommended by NCSE, is that books must be pedagogically appropriate to the level at which they will be used. Neither of the two gift books had been reviewed by any of the standard review sources used in selecting high school materials. The academic review source, Choice, however, recommended the books for advanced academic or graduate students in biology (emphasis added by authors). At the time we were dealing with this issue in 2000, according to an article in School Library Journal, few books were found to be suitable for students just starting to study biology (Olson, 1999) .
Directly related to the selection decision is the question of access to information. By not selecting or accepting certain materials are we, as librarians, restricting student access to information on certain issues?
Selection or censorship?
In accusing us of censoring his two gift books, Darwin's Black Box and Darwin on Trial, the parent also claimed we were preventing student access to this ''alternative theory'' to evolution. It was at this point that we realized the parent's motive for offering the books as gifts to the libraries.
Some colleagues, within the education and library communities, also were highly critical of our decision to decline the two gift books. Based on personal e-mails and letters to the editor (Volkman, 2006) , these individuals saw our refusal as being an example of censoring and denying access to the concept of ID to our students.
This response to our article, failed to discern the underlying questions implied in the challenges we faced. Most public high school libraries have materials on both sides of controversial issues. Each of the high school libraries in our district had materials on both creationism and evolution. Contrary to the parent, who was offering the two books, and the critics of our decision, we were not preventing student access to this information, by declining the books.
In today's internet dominated environment, access to subscription online databases must also be considered in collection development decisions. Is the subject matter of the material in question adequately addressed by online databases? When we chose not to accept the two gift books, in addition to applying standard selection criteria, we also considered student access to articles on the ID concept available from the online databases subscribed to at that time by each of the high school libraries. Not only did our students have access to ID information via the databases, such as SIRS Researcher and Infotrac, but they also had access to other materials on evolution and creationism from each of the other libraries in our district via a union catalog and interlibrary loan.
Who should decide?
Our situation also raised the issue of influence and who should be responsible for making selection decisions. Should the school media specialist/librarian be responsible for selecting materials for the library in collaboration with the teachers and in accordance with curriculum needs, or should special interest groups, individual parents or the community make those decisions?
Our situation addresses the issue of how to deal with gifts to a high school collection, when it is discovered that the intent of the gift is to influence the content of the curriculum. It also raises the issue of influence and who should be responsible for making these decisions.
To emphasize this issue, when the textbook Of Pandas and People was not selected as an alternate textbook by the Dover science teachers, Chairman of the Dover Area School District Curriculum Committee (DASD) arranged for 50 copies of Pandas to be donated to the school district. The policy in the DASD apparently allows for gifts to be administratively approved without a vote, and without the text being subjected to a selection criteria process. The Superintendent of DASD ordered the copies of Pandas to be placed in the high school library (Matzke, 2004) . No selection criteria were applied, and neither high school librarian Cora Kunkle nor the science teachers were involved in selecting Of Pandas and People. The book was listed in the Dover curriculum as a reference text.
Board approved policies
As our experience dramatically illustrates, it is critical that a school district or building have a board approved gift policy to follow, as well as a board approved selection LR 56,3 204 policy. Our district's Gift Policy stated that all gift items meant to be used, as instructional resources must meet the district's selection criteria. By applying professional selection criteria to even gift books, it assures that items selected for the school's library collection meet well established and professional criteria for quality library and instructional materials.
The school librarian/media specialist begins with the needs of the curriculum and then seeks to discover the positives in resources that would merit their inclusion in the school's collection (Jenkinson, 2002) . As library professionals, when we were accused of censoring materials after deciding not to accept the two gift books, we had to defend our decision. Because we followed district policy and procedures when we evaluated the two books in question, we were able to demonstrate and explain to the school board exactly how and why we chose to decline the gift offer of the two books. If we had not followed district policy and used approved selection criteria, it would have been difficult to defend our decision.
Evolution of ID
This modern day version of the Scopes monkey trial, which played out in the Dover School District, is representative of a rapidly growing number of proposals throughout the country requiring students in public schools to be taught the concept of ID in the science classroom (Bowman, 2006, p. 421) .
Since the Dover school ruling, backers of the ID movement from the Discovery Institute have been advising school boards to avoid lawsuits by encouraging criticism of evolution rather than mandating that students be taught ID in the science classroom. ''The fallback strategy of deprecating evolution'', according to Deputy Director of the National Center for Science Education, Glenn Branch, ''is increasingly going to dominate the creationism-evolution landscape'' (Anonymous, 2005, p. 9) .
Judge Jones' decision may have had some impact on ID activities in the USA. According to NCSE, thus far in 2006, out of the 17 anti-evolution bills proposed in nine states, only one has passed. The others either died in committee or failed to garner enough support for passage. As an example, in Indiana, Representative Jerry Denbo who drafted a bill of his own that would allow teaching ''ID'' decided not to introduce it: ''There's no hope'', he told the Indianapolis Star (Antievolution, 2006) . This compares to 82 anti-evolution incidents in 30 states in 2005, according to the NCSE. Of those 82, at least 50 incidents occurred at the local level in 24 of the states. Thus far in 2006, conflicts over treatment of evolution in state science standards has occurred in four states, with Kansas being the most publicized . NCSE defines an incident as an event where an anti-evolution/creationist position is taken by a public school teacher or public school board member or state legislator or other public official acting in his or her official capacity .
In spite of Judge Jones' ruling, ID proponents throughout this country will not go away and the pressure to change local, state and national standards and curriculum to teach the controversial theory will persist. A recent article in the New York Times talks about the pressures placed on a veteran middle school teacher in Dahlonega, Georgia from parents, students, administrators and teachers to downplay her presentation of evolution in her classes. It was not until the teacher initiated a grievance under state law that the administration backed off of its pressure to get the teacher to change her curriculum, even though her curriculum was in accordance with state science standards and the school textbook.
Not all of these battles will make the headlines, according to Gerry Wheeler, executive director of the National Science Teachers Association. He says these types of battles are going on ''behind closed doors, handled so discreetly that even a teacher working a few classrooms away might not know''. Wheeler added that a third of NSTA's membership reported experiencing such pressure (Winerip, 2006) .
So the ID argument is evolving once again, as state legislatures, school districts and school boards from Cobb County, Georgia to Ohio to Indiana, Michigan and Kansas are attempting to promote ''teaching the controversy'' about evolution without mentioning ID.
International attention
According to Michelle Goldberg, ''Christian nationalist symbolism and ideology will increasingly pervade public life. In addition to the war on evolution, there will be campaigns to teach Christian nationalist history in public schools'' (Goldberg, 2006, p. 33) .
Evidence of this pervasion of Christian nationalism in American life is supported by a 2005 Gallup poll that found 34 per cent of Americans said they believed that Darwinian theory was false and 31 per cent favored ID as an explanation for the development of species. According to an Associate Professor of Psychology at Emory University, it is too early to tell whether the Dover ruling will affect popular support for ID across the country (Lilienfeld, 2006) .
While creationism has had less cultural impact in Europe, there are signs that the ID movement is starting to receive more notice in parts of Europe. In the USA, some state schools are incorporating creationism into science classes. The English education system also allows private donations to refurbish state-funded schools in return for some input over what is taught there. In Serbia last year the teaching of evolution was temporarily banned in schools, until Serbian Orthodox bishops spoke out. And in the Netherlands, a physicist at Delft University of Technology has published a book on ID, and has persuaded the state that discussion of ID might promote dialogue between religious groups. A creationist movement, triggered by contact with US creationists, also has sprung up in Turkey, and fundamentalist Christianity is sweeping across Africa and Latin America (Mackenzie, 2005) .
In many cases, these attempts to introduce or promote ID have been met by outcries from scientists, religious leaders and the public. However, there is a fear, according to Kenneth Miller of Brown University, a pattern is emerging that will culminate in a new wave of creationist teaching, thus undermining science's place in society. ''The politicization of science has increased at all levels'', says Miller. ''What is happening is a political effort to force a change in the content and nature of science itself'' (Mackenzie, 2005, p. 9) .
In response to this international trend, the world's top scientists from 67 national science academies have joined forces to call for ''evidence-based'' teaching of evolution in schools. The statement released in June 2006 by the Interacademy Panel, a global network of science academies, Yves Quere, co-chair of the Panel, states, ''We know of schools in various parts of the world where the children are told that the Earth is about 8,000 years old. In some countries, the simple theory of evolution is denied in the teaching of children in schools''. Dr. Quere emphasizes, ''So in this statement we say you cannot teach this to children, it is wrong'' (BBC News, 2006) .
From the testimony in the Dover trial, Judge Jones' decision saw through the rhetoric of ID as a re-labeling of creationism, when he stated, ''this tactic is at best disingenuous and at worst a canard. The goal of ID is not to encourage critical thought, but to foment a revolution which would supplant evolutionary theory with ID'' (Lawrence, 2005, p. A.5) .
Conclusion
Since supporting the curriculum is one of the primary roles of the school library, it is critical that school librarians remain cognizant of these issues, and to apply sound collection criteria when selecting materials for the school library that deal with these issues. Selection criteria may differ somewhat from one school district to another, but there are certain criteria that all school librarians should observe when selecting scientific materials. According to the National Center for Science Education, books must be scientifically accurate. The book Teaching Evolution and the Nature of Science recommends selection criteria embody the critical tenets of accurate science content. So, this is not an issue of censorship, it is an issue of selecting quality science materials and providing your students with books that are pedagogically appropriate. Questions to ask yourself, when reviewing potential materials for purchase, include:
(1) Is the resource accurate?
(2) Is the information current?
(3) Is the material age appropriate? (4) Is the material objective?
While it is critical to provide balance to a school's collection, those materials must also meet these professional selection criteria. Including pseudoscience materials, books presenting religious doctrine in disguise or providing misinformation, for fear that you will be accused of censorship, also is wrong.
A recent article in National Journal (Starobin, 2006) asks the question, ''Who turned out the enlightenment?'' The article studies the issue of the current trend in the USA of politicizing science to promote an ideology. Starobin addresses Judge Jones' decision and conservative reaction to it.
The intelligent design movement may or may not be dead as a result of Judge Jones's ruling. But efforts to deny the scientific validity of evolution certainly are not -the forces behind intelligent design are merely regrouping. Of course, no one is under any compulsion to accept evolution -or to accept, for that matter, the proposition that water boils at 100 degrees centigrade under normal pressure. But should popular democracy . . . get to decide what is and what is not credible science? (Starobin, 2006, p. 24) This same question should also be considered in terms of the school library. Who should get to decide what materials are selected and included in a school's library? Your district or institution should have board-approved policies addressing these issues.
The selection vs censorship battle we fought in our district literally consumed and dominated eight months of our time from April to December 2000. Just as Judge Jones was trying to prevent other time-consuming lawsuits dealing with ID by issuing a detailed and comprehensive decision; likewise, we also were hoping to prevent other school librarians from having to endure similar attacks on their selection choices. Academic and school libraries should make sure their gift and selection policies are current and up to date. We hope our article will put school libraries on notice of how the ID movement might impact their school's curriculum and how it might affect their collection development decisions.
